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As a consumer interssted in protecting compstltion, iu&ﬂﬁﬂ&mmmmmmﬁghmmﬁwm
legitimztze use of cable TV ;Qt-enb, I urges . refuse rOfteef e Secrd

walvers=s of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) s MNOTA, t Yoricon, and =11

other calzle providers. The FCC'a integration ban, which in effect
regquires cable companiss hto integrabte CablelRED:s into their own
set-top boxes, remalns good policy taoday.

ey the Telecommunicatiazns hot of 1996, cakble

HNow ten years aflf =)

companies have dragged their feet long snough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary sei-tZp bowxes, thus hanpering lonovation
and harming consumers. The irtegration ban will also help market
competiticon prevent further restrictions on cable subscribsrs’

to make legitimzate usze of recorded content.

arpiiiny

Bv adopting content praotection limits ‘encoding rules) in docket no,
27-20, the Commizszlon recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certaln usezs of TV content, regardless of a carticular cable
= oI copyright helder's wishes., With conpetitieon spurred on
iteqration ban, consweers would have the freedom to choose the
mratible devics available. The CableCRRED
restrictions th=t harm consumcrs by

such restrictions will get =ven
are unchecked by competiticon.

aAst restrictive cable-
standard alrsady pL?SLIlb‘
Timiting non—-infrinaid :
worse 1f cable

i 47 CFR 76,1204
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Fleage refuse
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rely,

D

Mr. John McAfes
301 Wildflower Ct
Pittsburgh, PA 15202-1165

No. of Copigs
List ABGOE - o0 L.




LAWYV VR Ly VR MR e,

o
Lot
1

€

Apr 27,

FILED/ACCEPTED
{\ n% Lﬁ YN Pl
FOC Public Comiasnts e K‘T FI p l FEI ! MAY 2 12007

445 1zth Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554 Federal Communications Commisgi
Office of the Secretary ssion

As a consumer interestesd in protecting compesrtition, innovation, and

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for

walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a;} by NCTA, Chartsr, Verizon, ard all

other cable providers. The FCI's integration ban, which in effect

requires cable companies to integrate CableCAED:s into their own

set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telec
compani have dragged their
alternatives to proprietary
and harwing consumers. The
competition prevent further o
to make legitimate use of recc

dnications Act of 19%3, cable
long enough on »ﬁtiriv;
-top boses, thus haneo

ering inno
‘qratlon ban will help malket
ricticns on cakle

szoribers’ ability
=d content.

By adopting content protection Zimits (encoding rules) in deoclet no.

97-80, rthe Commission recoqniced the inportance of lowing consnuers
to make certain uses of 1V content, regardloss of a rticular cakle
provider's or copyright holder': wishes. Witlh compes Pon w[HLlrd Ll

chowse the
leCARD

by the intsgration ban, consunsi: 111ld have the fre
least restrictive cable-compatibkhls device availabkle.
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm oo : by
limiting non-infringing uses, and zuch restrictions will . even
worse if cable providers! set-top toxes are unchecked by competition.

Flezsse refuse reoguests for walvers of 47 IFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr, Martin Allx
1024 M Utah St
rrlington, VA 20201-5733
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